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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This in response to RCE amendment filed 01/15/2009. No claims have been 
added. No claims have been canceled. Claims 1 and 8 have been amended. Claims 1-8 
are still pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Independent claim 1 recites "setting up only a connection for the transmission of 
pure signaling". 

It is not clear why only connection for the transmission of pure signaling is set 
up"? And to server what purpose. It seems that the connection is set up only to 
distinguish the type of information. Also, it is not clear what exactly meat by the claimed 
"pure signaling information" as recited in the claim. Clarification is required. 

Claim 8 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1. 
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Dependent claims 2-7 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davidson et al (US PAT # 4,873,717) in view of Foster et al. (US PAT # 4,757,526). 

Regarding claim 1 , Davidson teaches a method for handling an incoming call to 
or an outgoing call from a subscriber terminal (see col. 7, lines 50-52) within a digital 
telecommunications switching center of a telecommunication network (reads on the 
ISDN, see col. 4, lines 60-68), comprising: switching a connection on for the 
transmission of signaling information and useful information (this reads on sending the 
message that contains information about the call, see col. 13, lines 1-6 also, col. 9, lines 
4-6) between a calling subscriber terminal and an accepting subscriber terminal when 
there is an incoming call in the digital telecommunications switching center (see col. 13, 
lines 1 2-1 4), or a connection for the transmission of signaling information and useful 
information (this reads on sending the message that contains information about the 
call, see col. 1 3, lines 1 -6 also, col. 9, lines 4-6) between the calling subscriber terminal 
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of the subscriber group and the accepting subscriber terminal being switched when 
there is an outgoing call in the digital telecommunications switching center (see col. 13, 
lines 8-10); and setting up a Connection for the transmission of pure signaling 
information between the calling subscriber terminal and the accepting subscriber 
terminal of the subscriber group in the digital communication center (setting up a 
connection is extremely an inherent feature. Also, this feature can read on "call 
forwarding", see col. 17, and lines 1-53). 

Davidson does not specifically teach that the subscriber terminal is actually within 
a "Centrex group" as recited in claim 1 . 

However, Foster specifically teaches of providing services (i.e., call transfers and 
conferencing) to a subscriber terminal within the environment of Centrex groups (col. 1 , 
lines 1 1-36 and col. 2, lines 58-60). Also, the claimed feature of "at least one further 
subscriber terminal being assigned to the Centrex group" is already taught by Foster 
(see col. 2, lines 55-57). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
Davison's subscriber terminal implemented in a Centrex group, such as the one taught 
in Foster. Advantages of the Centrex are old and well known in the art. For example, 
Centrex will allow users to broaden their internal communication access and distribution 

1 Note that when the call is first captured at the first station (this reads on the first connection) and then 
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quickly and cost effectively, without the expense of owning and maintaining a private 
network. 

Claim 8 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1 . The claimed feature of "setting up only a connection... etc" as recited in claims 
1 and 8 is extremely obvious and well known in the art. Obviously one can choose to set 
me a connection only without transmitting any information or setup the connection in 
order to transmit any type of information desired (i.e., useful or not useful). 

Regarding claim 2, Davidson teaches each subscriber terminal (reads on the 
three key-system groups subscribers terminals 170,180, and 190, see col. 6, lines 59- 
62) of the Centrex group is assigned a primary number (see col. 6, line 67) and at least 
one associated call number (this is inherent and it reads on the last 4 digits of the 
terminal extension number xxxx, since we are considering the primary directory number 
is the first 3 digits), each corresponding to the primary call number of another subscriber 
terminal of the Centrex group (this basically means that each associated call number 
which is the extension is associated with primary number of the other subscriber 
terminal since all the subscribers share the same primary directory number, see col. 1 , 
lines 25-30, col. 3, lines 37-38 and lines 46-49, see also, col. 7, lines 18-22 and Fig. 1). 



the call is forwarded to the second stations (this reads on the second connection in the system). 
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Regarding claim 3, Davidson teaches when an incoming call directed to a first 
subscriber terminal of the Centrex group is transferred by a second subscriber terminal 
(this may read for example on the leading terminal 181 , see col. 9, lines 53-65) of the 
Centrex group in the digital telecommunications switching center, switching a 
connection for the transmission of signaling information and useful information to the 
second subscriber terminal, and maintaining a connection for the transmission of pure 
signaling information to the first subscriber terminal (In Fig. 2, ISDN terminal 182 
provided with a transfer button to perform the transfer functionality. Also, this may 
simply reads on the scenario of the secretary who is transferring calls to different 
extensions (see col. 1 , lines 30-61 ). 

Regarding claim 4, Davidson teaches before an incoming call which is directed to 
a first subscriber terminal and which is associated with the Centrex group is accepted or 
transferred by a second subscriber terminal which is associated with the Centrex group, 
assigning the subscriber information which is associated with the first subscriber 
terminal and which is obtained from a central database of the digital 
telecommunications switching center, for the duration of the connection, to a subscriber 
line group which is located in the digital telecommunications switching center and 
connects the second subscriber terminal (this basically reads on transferring the calling 
subscriber information to the called subscriber, see col. 8, lines 52-68 and col. 9, lines 
1-8. Davidson teaches displaying information about the called and the calling party to 
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the shared secretary (see also, col. 2, lines 53-60 and col. 3, lines 7-27 as well as Fig. 
15). 

Claim 6 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 3. Also, the imitations recited in claim 6 are inherent. 

Claims 7 and 5 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 4. The imitations recited in claims 5 and 7 are inherent. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's argues (page 5 of the Remarks) that "the reference fails to disclose 
switching of a connection for the transmission of signaling information and useful 
information, e.g., voice data". The Examiner respectfully disagrees, first, the claimed 
"voice data" is not recited in the claim's language. Second, since the "voice data" is not 
recited the claimed "usual information" will have the broadest reasonable interpretation. 
In other words, the claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation 
consistent with the specification and the interpretation that those skilled in the art would 
reach. See In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000), 
In re Cortright, 165 F.3d 1353, 1359, 49 USPQ2d 1464, 1468 (Fed. Cir. 1999), and In re 
American Academy of Science Tech Center, 2004 WL 1067528 (Fed. Cir. May 13, 
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2004). Any term that is not clearly defined in the specification must be given its plain 
meaning as understood by one of ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP 21 1 1 .01 . See also 
In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989), Sunrace Roots 
Enter Co. v. SRAM Corp., 336 F.3d 1298, 1302, 67 USPQ2d 1438, 1441 (Fed. Cir. 
2003), Brookhill- Wilk 1, LLC v. Intuitive Surgical, Inc., 334 F.3d 1294, 1298 67 USPQ2d 
1132, 1136 (Fed. Cir.2003). 

The interpretation of the claims by their broadest reasonable interpretation 
reduces the possibility that, once the claims are issued, the claims are interpreted more 
broadly than justified. See In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550- 
551 (CCPA1969). 

Thus, the claimed "useful information" still reads on Davison internal controlled 
message that contains information about the call, including calling number and call type 
filed (see col. 13, lines 1-6) 

Also, Applicant's argues "The reference also fails to disclose setting up only a 
connection for transmission pf pure signaling information. ..etc". The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees, because if the reference is capable of setting up a connection 
that transmits information it is absolutely obvious that the reference is capable to set up 
a connection without the need to transmit information (i.e., connection only) . Thus, the 
feature of "setting up only a connection... etc" is extremely obvious and well known in 
the art. Obviously one can choose to set me a connection only without transmitting any 
information or setup the connection in order to transmit any type of information desired 
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(i.e., useful or not useful). In conclusion, "setting up only a connection" does not rise the 
invention to the level of patentability. 

On Page 6 of the Remarks, "Applicant submit that there would have been no 
reason for one to modify Davidson to provide a Centrex group. Doing so would not add 
anything to the system disclosed in Davidson". 

First, the Examiner relied on using the teachings of Davidson in a Centrex 
environment such as the one taught by Foster. Second, Examiner's position is that the 
use of the teachings of Davidson in a well known Centrex environment does not rise to 
the level of patentability, since Applicant is not inventing the Centrex. The use of 
Centrex is old and notoriously well known in the art. Changing the environment of a 
primary reference to simply use another old and well known environment such as 
Centrex would have been obvious. 

Applicant also adds "the Examiner has not pointed to any specific evidence of 
record which supports that stated motivation to combine these references. Merely 
stating that Centrex has Advantages... etc". The Examiner believes that there is no 
evident required to point out the Advantages of an old and a well known system (i.e., 
Centrex) in the art of telephony. These Advantages are notorious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, such as cost effectiveness, without the expense of owning and maintaining a 
private network. 
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The Examiner believes that other Applicant's arguments are already met in the 
above rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan, can be reached on (571) 272-7493. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Rasha S AL-Aubaidi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 
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